from a history covering two hundred years, that the system of rulem
Hyderabad was exactly that which prevailed during the height: or me
Moghul Rule, and during the great reigns of the monarchs of Arabia an
Persia, the Abbasides, Omyyads and Pehlavis. The king was paramount,
supreme, the ultimate and final authority but his chief minister was the man
on whom he relied for advice, through whom he transacted most or hisi busi-
ness, and by whom he conducted the affairs of his kingdom and his empire.

It must be attributed to the star of fortune of the house of Asaf Jah
that among the long line of Ministers who served its members from time to
time, there   were men who  were giants  in learning, scholars,   soiaier
and statesmen, and most, if not all of them, though wielding immence power
were absolutely loyal to their sovereign and conscientious in the
of their duties, trying, difficult and delicate though they often were
of them might have been spendthrifts, some of them steeped ^partisan
feeling, some of them adepts in the art of intrigue, but all of them were
steadfastly loyal to their sovereign and never betrayed his cause no
worked against his house and dynasty.   Individually they might have oeen
defective, but collectivelly they were splendid.

Another most remarkable feature of the history of the Ministers of
Hyderabad is that the Rulers of the State made no distinction between a
co-religionist or one who belonged to another religion.   There have  been
Mohammedan   Prime   Ministers;   and  there have  been   Hindu   Prim
Ministers.   The house of Salar Jung represents the zenithal height or in
glory of the one; and the house of Chandulal the glory of the other,   it
need scarcely be said that representatives of both houses, by ravom: o
Heaven, are still in our midst, Nawab Yusuf All Khan, Salar Jung Bahadur,
representing the one, and Maharajah Sir Kishen Pershad Bahadur, re-
presenting the other.

We have mentioned but two families; there are other Hindu and
Mohammedan houses which have a long lineage behind them, the forbears
of each having served the State in one high position and another ot trust
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and responsibility.

Religion, therefore, played no part whatsoever in the selection and
appointment of Prime Ministers. Party feeling there was, and partisanship
as strong here as in any other quarter of the globe, but the Ruler invariably
chose whom he liked, irrespective as much of court influence as ot the
candidate's religion. In any case, religion never entered into any of the
party whirlpools or maelstroms. Mohammedans suppoited Hindus, and
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